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 Appeal from a judgment of the Superior Court of Orange County, Deborah 

C. Servino, Judge.  Judgment reversed. 
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Alleging the juvenile court erred by finding him competent to be 

adjudicated under Welfare and Institutions Code section 602, minor R.V. appealed from 

the court’s judgment declaring him a ward of the juvenile court and placing him on 

probation.  We affirmed the judgment, concluding minor bore the burden of proving his 

incompetency and that substantial evidence supported the juvenile court’s determination 

minor was competent to proceed.  The California Supreme Court reversed our judgment, 

holding (1) minor bore the burden of proving his incompetency, (2) the substantial 

evidence standard of review applied to the juvenile court’s determination minor was 

competent, and (3) “the weight and the character of the evidence of incompetency was 

such that the juvenile court could not reasonably reject it.”  (In re R.V. (2015) 61 

Cal.4th 181, 186, 201.)  We therefore reverse the juvenile court’s judgment and remand 

for further proceedings consistent with the Supreme Court’s opinion. 
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